EVALUATION OF STRUCTURAL EQUATION MODELS
Criteria for distinguishing between reflective and formative indicator models
• Are the indicators manifestations of the underlying construct or defining characteristics of it?
• Are the indicators conceptually interchangeable?
• Are the indicators expected to covary?
• Are all of the indicators expected to have the same antecedents and/or consequences? • if a factor is unidimensional, the items may be parceled randomly;
• if a factor is multidimensional, item parcels should be based on similar facets of the construct;
• item parceling may be used strategically to correct for non-normality problems;
• if the factor structure is not well-understood, do not parcel;
Total disaggregation model:
in principle, more indicators are better than fewer, but if the number of indicators is too large, it will be difficult to achieve a good model fit; 6 Appendix C: Specification of a priori models to be compared using SEM 
GF, IM, AN, P measure of the proportionate improvement in fit (defined in terms of noncentrality) as one moves from the baseline to the target model, per df; Hu and Bentler (1999) recommend a cutoff value of .95;
(footnotes on next page) 1 N = sample size; df = degrees of freedom; r = number of parameters estimated; (p+q) = number of observed variables; κ = Mardia-based kappa, an estimate of multivariate kurtosis (Browne 1982) ; χ 2 crit = critical value of the χ 2 distribution with the appropriate number of degrees of freedom and for a given significance level; Z crit = critical value of the normal distribution for a given level of statistical significance.
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